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IN ^FF SUPREME COURT 
STATE OF UTAH 
0000O0000 
William Jay Pobbins 
Defendant and 
Appellant, pro se 
vs. 
Gerald L. Cook, Warden, 
Main Facility, Utah State 
Prison; David L. Wilkinson, 
Utah State Attorney General 
Plaintiffs and 
Respondents 
Case No, 860201 
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COMMENT ON EPIF^ OF RESPONDENT 
APPEARANCES 
David L. Wilkinson 
Attorney General 
Sandra L. Sjogren 
236 State Capitol Puilding 
S a l t Lake C i t y , Utah QkHk 
William Jay Robbins 
Defendant and A p p e l l a n t , pro se 
Eox 250 
Draper , Utah 8^-020 
.LU2 31S86 
COMMENT 
"Respondents Erief indicates in Summary that "defendant's 
claim of double punishment was not raised in the lower court 
and cannot be considered on appeal." Respondents further indicate 
in Argument that "defendants claim of unconstitutionality is raised 
for the first time in this appeal and was not an issue upon which 
Judge Cornaby ruled.!f 
Actually, Appellant twice raised the issue in the lower 
court* Once in paragraph six (6) of his Motion for Correction of 
Sentencing Error and again in paragraph five (5) of his Memorandum 
of Facts. Additionally, both documents were included in the 
Addendum to Appellants Erief now before this Court* 
CONCLUSION 
Appellant believes the double punishment issue should be 
considered on its own merits notwithstanding the State's position 
that it cannot be considered by this Court* 
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